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Further Defence, Ge. 


Ir is much to be lamented by the 
ſincere enquirer after truth, that 
men, when driven from argument in 
a debate of confeſſed importance, 
ſhould ſtill keep up the conteſt by 
warm addreſſes to the pathons. | 
TuE diſpute about fbſeription na- 
turally takes in its reaſonableneſs, and ĩts 
conſiſtency with the word of God when 
conſtrued upon the great Proteſtant 
principle as the religion of every man; 
and ſhould not be eur through the 
medium of mere ſubſerviency to any 
eſtabliſnment, which ſhould be left 
to ſtand or fall by its . and them 
alone. | 


B InsTzgap 


(4) 

InsTreAD of this, our adverſaries 
are perpetually inſulting us with the 
charge of ſiniſter views againſt the 
Church; while our arguments are 
unrefuted, and our hearts unrhetci- 
fully laid bare by Men, who affe& 


to read i in them what muſt be invifible 
to eyery mortal eye. 


Wir what propriety c: can the Mi- 
niſters of the Church of England, 
embarked in the deſign of aboliſhing 


_ - ſubſcription, be charged with infin- 


cerity ? They cannot be ſaid to aim at 
the demolition of encloſures, for the 


| fake of coming into the Church: they 


are already within, and can be actu- 

ated only by the beſt of motives—the 

love of Truth. If they were inſin- 

cere, they would diſguiſe their ſenti- 

ments, and glide ſmoothly into pre- 
ferment. 


IVISI 


6 


I isn the writer, now before me, 
would have recollected theſe things 
and have conſidered how irkſome it is, 
to be obliged to repeat the anſwers 
already given to every thing he has 
been able to produce. 


Bur perhaps the fault is not ſo 
much in this gentleman, who may 
be acting under command, as in the 
policy of our adverfaries, who have 
drawn up a front of wretched ſoldiers 
as food for our powder, while the 
beſt of their troops reſerve their fire, 
to do more heavy execution. Let this 
then be the order of battle if it muſt 

be ſo. 1 3 1 85 12 


* TAE Remarker has given him- 
ſelf unneceſſary trouble in ſketching 
put the riſe and progreſsof confeſſions. 
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We know how they came into the 
world we know how they grew we 
know how they took root downward, 
and what fruit they bare brought 
och © as 


Bor their Se + be to diftin- 
guiſh the members of the Church of 
England—to clear them from the im- 
putation of maintaining ſuch articles 
as are condemned in our preſent 
forms and to ſecure the Hearers of 
our Church from being bewildered 
and miſled by teachers of corrupt doc- 
trines— does not appear. No man 
will deny that there does exiſt, and 
that the faſhionable method of de- 
fending the articles by quibbling them 
into different ſenſes has a a tendency to 
produce, a vaſt variety of doctrines up- 
on the moſt important points, even in 


t Remarks p. 3. 


the 


(8 1 
the Church of England=ſo that we 
ſcarce. know what ſhe teaches, or 
Fo ſhe condemns. 


4 Tur dne to aſt. a. gentle 
word, is inaccurate, when he infers 
the neceſſity of eftabli ;/hing confeſſions 
of faith and doctrine, from the neceſ- 
ſity the firſt Proteſtants are ſuppoſed 
to have been under of publiſhing ſuch 
confeſſions. Not conſcious of this in- 
accuracy, the Remarker ſeems pleaſed 
at the imagination of being able to 
quote the Confeſſional againſt us: as if 
the liberal ſpirit, which dictated that 
book, would not deſpiſe the man who 
thought himſelf bound. by any opi- 
nions contained 1 in it, if ſuch opinions, 
were not ſanctioned to him by his 
reaſon and conſcience. 


| Remarks p. 3. 


THE 


OT 


Tx difugrecable circumſtances in 
which the firſt reformers found them: 
ſelves, ſurrounded as they were by 
prejudiced men,. who in many in- 
ſtances, had the power and the will to 
hurt them—very naturally led them 
to appeal to the common-ſenſe and 
Ry of mankind, 


Aub 11 any Englich Proteſtants, 
whether of the Church or not, find 
themſelves in fimilar fituations—the 
preſs is free—let them publifh their 
tenets. But what has this to do with 
eftabliſhments ? Ts there no difference 
between a declaration of my ſenti- 
ments, and a defence of my conduct, 
which imply diffidence, and a deſire 
of approbation—and the deciſive tone 
of a judge who undertakes to lay down 
the law for others? 


BT 


„ 
Bur the multitude of ſets, which 
ate exiſting among us, muſt be re” 
ed againſt. 


Is the Remarker ſure that a public 
declaration of opinions, now held by 
thoſe who make up what is called the 
Church of England, would not en- 
creaſe the number of ſeas? Are we 
agreed in the ſenſe of our articles ? 
Are they Calviniftical, or Arminian, 
or both? Are they for peace, or not? 
Are they to be ſubſcribed in the ſenſe 
of the Compilers, or of the Impo- 
1 or of the Receivers? All theſe 
and many other queſtions muſt be an- 
ſwered, before the Church of England 
can be ſaid, by her modern defenders, 
to have any barrier i in her articles. 


Way then, it may be aſked, are 
we {o galled by theſe flimſy bonds? 
Becauſe—they are unſcriptural both 

in their original and meaning—and 
becauſe 
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( 10 ) | 
becauſe we have not yet learhed the 
art of quibbling away the ſenſe of the 
plaineſt language. 


Bur if our preſent eſtabliſhment 
were capable of producing all the 
good which has been attributed to it; 
how came there to be, as this gen- 
tleman is informed; one hundred ſects 
in London ? 


Tus articles, according to this cal- 
culation, have ceaſed to be articles 
for avoiding diverſities of ſentiments; 
and having miſſed their profeſſed aim, 
are uſeleſs. 


InverD the hiſtory of ſets in this 
country is little elſe than the hiſtory 
of eſtabliſhed power abuſed, 


|| Remarks p. 3. 
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Axp yet the Remarker will have 
the preſent forms ſupported, becauſe 
of the danger he apprehends from 
Chriſtians of different denominations, 


ſhould ſubſcription be removed. Let 
us ſee how the caſe ſtands. 


Tun Methodiſts are the genuine 
offspring of our articles and forms. 


TE Preſbyterians, as ſuch, can- 
not come among us, though the ar- 
ticles ſhould be removed — becauſe 
they obje& to our government and 
forms of worſhip. 


THE Papiſts are excluded not by 
fubſeription, but by the oaths of alle- 


Since and ſupremacy. 


Tur Remarker, who magnifies the 
ſtrength of our articles againſt this 
evaſive ſet of Chriſtians, ſhould have 

VVV 


"PW 
known that Davenport, alias, Sinclair, 
a Friar Minorite, undertook to ſhew 
that all and every of our articles might 
be conſcientiouſly ſubſcribed by a Pa- 


piſt. 


TRE Remarker, whoſe arguments 
are liable to theſe common reflections, 


imagines, that in a very few pages, 
he has proved ſubſcription to be fo 


generally uſeful as to make the com- 


plaint of private hardſhip ridiculous— 
and then gravely demands & —* Is it 
unlawful or unreaſonable for thoſe. 


who hold the doctrines contained in 
the thirty-nine articles, and approve 


that form, to make profeſſion of their 
belief thereby?“ 


Tuls is an admirable manœuvre 
and is meant to ſhift the charge of 


SP. 43 


bi gotry 


CW) 
bigotry upon us. This writer, in 
another part of his remarks, has con- 
ſidered the contempt with which, he 
ſays, we treat our opponents, as a 
proof that we are a narrow-minded 
ſet of men. * 


IAM very glad he has no ſtronger 
_ reaſons to think ſo hardly of us. Him, 
however, if I can help it, I will not 
deſpiſe—I will only pity the want of 
underſtanding, which muſt have led 
this, perhaps, well- meaning man to 
waſte his little ſtrength upon a phan- 
tom. 33 


Fo who ever denied the orthodox 
ſons of our Church a right to ſub- 
ſcribe the articles? Let them not be 
enforced upon thoſe who underſtand 
the ſcriptures and the rights of Pro- 


* P. 15. 
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) 
teſtants—but let them, in the name 
of peace, be ever ready at the call of 
others, who cannot interpret the word 
of God without the help of Commen- 
tators, who lived two hundred years 
ago. 


In complaiſance to this writer, I 
have given him his title of Remarker, 


though it does not clearly appear up- 


on what—for he has ſcarce touched a 


ſingle article contained in the pro- 


3 


He has thrown together ſome que- 


ſtions and aſſertions to the following 


amount. 


, ns SUBSCRIPTION | 1s no grievance 
to Individuals. 


THis is what no man ſhould under- 


take to ſay—and the probabulity 18 


againſt him. 


2. Ir 


een) 


2. Ir it were a grievance to ſome, 
yet that ſhould not be conſidered on 
account of the great advantages ariſing 
from ſubſcription, and the great diſ- 
advantages of removing it. 


THis is bringing on the old diſpute 
concerning utility — which has been 


ſettled by the author of the Confe/- 
onal, and by the Rev. Dr. B. Daw- 
fon. . 

\- ApT8x this compendious view, 


we, might diſmiſs the performance, 
were it not pity that ſome of our au- 


thor's looſe thoughts upon this occa- 


ſion ſhould be paſſed over in filence. 


WHETHER ſubſcription be a hard- 
ſhip, or no, can only be determined 
by each individual for himſelf. We 
feel the hardſhip, and ſolemnly call 
upon all others, who feel as we do, 

in 
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( 16 ) 
in the name of the God of truth to 
ſtand forth upon this occaſion, and 
to take the utmoſt heed unto them 
ſelves how they ſuffer the fear of man 
to enſnare them. 


Wr agree with the Remarker, that 
the deſign of aboliſhing ſubſcription is 
an important one—and we with that 
he could rouze every Clergyman in 
England to the conſideration of it. 
They would then diſcern, that the 
meaneſt of the profeſſion who is ſi- 
| lent upon this occaſfion—one way or 
other 1s injuring the cauſe of truth. 
Is he for us? let him ſpeak out—let 
God be true though every man be 
found a liar, Is he againſt us? let 
him produce his reaſons, by which 
ſome of his wandering brethren may 
perhaps be brought back again to 
peace To be neuter is to be wrong. 


, 


Bur 


(: ap 1 


Bur though ſubſcription ſhould be 
a private hardſhip, yet, according to 
the Remarker, this ſhould have no 
weight with our governors to ſuffer 
an alteration of any ſort in our moſt 
excellent eſtabliſhment. | 


IT is not ſtrange that men who 
borrow their few ideas upon this 
ſubject, from the myſtical. alliance 
between Church and State, and yet 


retain any principles of Proteſtant- 


iſm, ſhould be confuſed ; and ſhould 


diſcover that confuſion by aſſert- 
ing the right of private judg- 


ment, and yet oppoſing every ſcheme 


| of reformation. 


THE Optimi iſm of our eſtabliſhment 
is aſſerted by ſuch men upon two dif- 
ferent plans which ſeem deſtructive 
of each other. 


Our eſtabliſhment is 5% in the 


{cnſe of the alliance, as tis moſt a- 


dapted 


14 


= 
dapted to the well and quiet being of 
the ſtate—and 'tis beſt in the Prote- 
flant ſenſe, as it comes neareſt to the 
ſcripture. 


Ix the firſt caſe the Magiſtrate is 
judge, and his criterion is number — 
in the ſecond caſe every individual is 
judge, and his criterion is N word 
of Gad. 


The . therefore, which our 
author + has aſked, with a view to 
ſatisfy men in their preſent ſituation, 

viz.—is our mode of profeſſing Chri- 
ſtianity the bef, or, as I ſuppaſe he 
means, moſt ſcriptural, is impertinent 
in a debate about the utility of eſta- 
| bliſhments—which utility refersnot to 
the ſeripture'as a teſt, but to the ſenſe 
of the Magiſtrate concerning the woll . 
and quiet being of we we. 


+ Remarks p. 21, 


49, 


Axp the ſame queſtion, when aſk- 

ed in the debate concerning the right 
of ſubſcription, is equally imperti- 
nent becauſe, though there be no 
Church with which we chooſe to 
unite as more ſcriptural than our 
own—yet ſurely this needs not hinder 
us from ſeeing her remaining errors, 
of which ſubſcription is a grievous 
one, nor ſhould it prevent us from en- 
geavoufing to remove them. 


Tur ſmalleſt blet you know, Mr. 
| Remarker, i is moſt conſpicuous i in the 
faireſt body; and with half the good- 
nature which frequently 7 dul- 

neſs tolerable, you might have ſup- 
poſed our deſign to Fries not from 
e but FI love of the Church, 


| bier aw of this, this Ries 8 
is pleaſed to conſider us as a ſet of 


5 Remarks p. 7. 
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Malignants, who, in our anger againſt 
the Church, are endeayouring to un- 
dermine and tumble i it into ruins. 


Bur does he produce any probable. 
reaſon for this opinion? No—we muſt 
be mad-men, at leaſt, to pull down 
ruin upon our own heads—for, re- 


member Reader, we are all within 
this Church. 


IT is true, this writer, whoſe opi- 
nion of us is unfavourable enough, 
conſidering the grounds upon which 
it is taken up, in his great candour 
_ admits that there may be ſome 4 wor- 
thy men among us who patronize the 
Application. But then he will have 
them to be blockheads, who do not 
ſee the conſequences. This is kind. 
But I am apt to think he would not 


+ Remarks p. 17. 


have 


1 
have granted ſo much, had he recol- 
lected the devil's knack of deceiving 
Heretics, ſub Boni. 


$ i probus efſet, non ſaperet ultra hs 
tentiam POT et Ecclefie. 


THis is a compendious argument 
once uſed againſt Luzher; and had 
the Remarker been aware of it, he 
might have avoided the contradictory 
charges of fooliſh honeſty, and cun- 
ning villainy, with which he has 
honoured us. 


Bor the Remarker has made a diſ- 
covery. Dnion with Proteſtant diſ- 
ſenters of any ſort, it is well known, 
s not the object of the intended appli- 
cation to parliament. 


YET the Remarker argues againſt 
us as if it were; and then comes his 
D 1 diſcos 


( 22 ) 
diſcovery—ſuch an union, could it 
be effected, is not deſirable; for ani- 

moſities generally riſe higher between 
thoſe of the /ame, than between thoſe 
of different denominations ; and domeſtic 
diſſentions are moſt violent. Would 
you have a reaſon for this? behold 
it — * We find ourſelves more inte- 
reſted in rectifying what appear to us 
errors, in proportion as we are more 
intimately connected with thoſe who 
fall into them.” More intereſted to 
gain a point—and therefore take the 
' worſt road to it. The mutual diſputes 
of the members of the Church of 
England are ſufficiently warm: but 
it has been chiefly owing to this cir- 
cumſtance. A deviation, real or ſup- 
poſed, from the articles, has been 
eſteemed a deviation from the Church; 
and the abuſe which has ſo freely fol- 
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lowed, has been conſidered only as 
the abuſe of an alien, not df a bro- 
ther—and of an alien too, who has 
thruſt himſelf into a ſhare of the "_ 
wy fates 


Bur dirty as the annals of Church- 


diſpute are ſaid to be, they cannot 
match the recorded abuſe of Chriſ- 


tians diſſenting from each other. 


Tx quarrels of Papiſts and Prote- 
ftants—of Calviniſis and Arminians— 
Preſbyterians and Epiſcopalians—re- 


main eternal monuments againſt the | 


Remarker' 8 fancy. 


Bur perhaps the poor gentleman 
has miſtaken a particular caſe for a 


general principle, and will reaſon bet- 


ter when he has learned the art of 


taming a ſhrew. 


In 
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10 the 12th page a the A 


we have a curious Dilemma, tending 
to ſhew that the removal of /ub/crip- 
tion could give no eaſe to the minds 
of men — becauſe the minds in queſ- 
tion muſt be of thoſe who do not ſub- 
ſcribe, or of thoſe who do. If they 
do not ſubſcribe, ſays the Remarker, 
they can have no burthen upon their 
minds—and if they do, he ſuppoſes 
them honeſt enough to do it ſincerely, 
| and therefore not to be PT. 


5 


So that $45. gy to p the firſt part 
of this notable reaſoning, none but a 
fubſcribrag member of the Church of 
England can be concerned. for the 
true profeſſion of Chriſtianity. An 
unfubſcribing brother cannot be anxi- 
- ous for the truth of Chriſt, when he 
fees his brethren of the Church ham- 
pered in their diſputes with the Me- 
thodiſts—when he ſees the infidel 
"#4 taking 


6250 
ta king his ſtand upon our articles, and 
inſulting .the Goſpel from thence— 
when he hears the furious recrimina- 
tions of his teachers upon each other 
as traitors to the articles—and when 
he finds that his children cannot en- 


joy the bleſſing of a liberal education, 
in a Proteſtant Engliſh Univerſity; 


without the bard. condition + of ſo- 
lemnly. ſubſcribing the words of fal- 
lible men as the ſure word of Gad. 


ANnD as to the ſecond part of this 
curious argument, the Remarker 
ſeems not to know, or to Target the 
ſubſcribing 486% 1 


May not a youth ſubſcribe honeſt- 


ly, as to any difference of ſentiment 


from the articles, at the Matriculation 
age at Oxford, or at the common aye 


of a Graduate at Cambridge, or at he 


ordination age of a Deacon, or even 


Fi, 


. 626) 

Prieft, who ſhall afterwards, in a 
courſe of ſcripture enquiry, begin to 
doubt. What then muſt he do? Is 
there no hardſhip in the diſtreſs of a 
beloved and virtuous family if he re- 
ſolve to quit the Church? Is excom- 
munication trifling? Or would the 
Church, in her mercy, forego her 
power of curing bim, devoting him to 
the devil, and ſeparating bim from 
Chrift and his Church's communion— 

and be content with ſtarving him? 


Bur ſuch is the Remarker's heroic 
love for the conſtitution of theChurch, 
that the diſtreſles of conſcientious in- 
dividuals are trifling in his account. 
If we eſteem the terms of Church 
communion anlauful — he & bids us 
march off, and not pretend to im- 


8 Remarks p. 10, 


e OUT, prove 


. 

prove them, ſince, he flatly tells us, 

ve ſhall not be thanked for the at- 
tempt. 


Tuts may be the eaſe. I hope, 
however, for this gentleman's ſake as 
well as for the ſake of his friends, he 


has miſrepreſented the matter —ſince 
nothing but à want of ſenſe, or à diſ- 


honeſt careleſsneſs about the truth, 
can make men ſo ungratefully peeviſh 


it advice when given with gravity, i 


and in proper form. 


a 105 5 why hot endeavour to im- 


prove what we eſteem unlawful? 


Would ſuch a conduct on our part be 
conſiſtent with the ſpirit of that Goſ- 
pel in which we are ſo frequently ex- 
horted to enquire, to prove all things, 


and to exhorxt and amend one another? 


Beſides, there is a fallacy in the word 
unlawful. We may, ſurely, ſee many 


things which need amendment in the 


E Church, 
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( 28 ) 
Church, and yet not think her terms 
of communion ſo unlawful as to come 
to an open ſeparation. 


Bur we are all ſuperficial enqui- 
rers. The Remarker has made an- 
other diſcovery, which will filence, 
and convince us, .that we have nevet 
got to the bottom of this buſineſs, 
F rotelant attend! it is this. 


T TesTs are : neceſſary to the ſup- 
port of the Church, and the Church 
to the ſupport of religion, ſo that de- 
ſtroy the articles, A 
is gone. 1 
A. How ftran gely defective is the New 
Teſtament, in no one copy of which 
theſe thirty-nine articles are reveal- 


ed! 
* Remarks P. 10. 


I THovGHT 
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ITRHOVUGHT that the ſanctions of 
the Goſpel, taking, as they do, the 


3 . 


the reaſon of man, were ſufficient for 


the worſhip of God, might conſtitute 
very good Churches, without a huge 
bundle of ſubſcribed propoſitions. Te 


BuT this was delufion—we are 
now aſſured, that, as government 


would periſh without Teſts, 


more honourable to human govern- 
ment, or more degrading to Chriſtia- 
nity, let the Proteſtant, determine. 


deepeſt hold upon the paſſions and 


the ſupport of religion—and that men 
might be very good Chriſtians, and 
by uniting in the belief of Chriſt and 


cannot exiſt without coronation oaths, 
oaths of allegiance, &c.. ſo, by an 
application of the argument, religion 


WHETHER this fine compariſon be 


J love the government under which I 
t live, 
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live, and I would die in its defence 
becauſe, in its principles, it is friend- 
ly to the rights of men. 
I apmirt it as the work of he- 
roes, whom we ſometimes in the 
vehemence of language call  God- 
like — but I cannot go ſo far as 
this gentleman, coolly to lift it into 
compariſon with the word of God him- 
ſelf—in which the wiſdom of man 
was no way concerned, the bleſſed 


Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſ. 


Ir would have been more rational 
to compare the eſſentials of govern- 
ment, with the eſſentials of Chriſtia- 
nity—and, afterwards, had the Re- 
marker wanted a compariſon for his 
Teſts, he might have found it in the 
impoſitions of Star-chambers and high 
commiſſion Courts, which the improved 
wiſdom of this nation has already ſeen 
in their true light the light in which, 
light 


1 | 

I "truſt, Jbferiptim will . ſoon * ö 
. a 1114 | 
Dx the Remarker's day, the _ | 
Champions of eſtabliſhments founded | 


upon ſubſcription, had generally ha- = 
rangued in favour of Uniformity—and — 
dwelt upon the bleflings and beauty of 
it, in terms of rapture. But this ad- 
venturer into the regions of novelty 
has diſcovered that even the union of 
* Proteſtants is not to be defired— 
and though he give us no argument, 
yet there is an adage in his favour, the 
Fewer the better cheer. 


K * 
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HiTHERTO it has been thought an 
objection to ſubſcription, that it fail- 
ed of its acknowledged end, viz. 
. conſent touching true religion — but 3 
the Remarker aſks us +, who ever 


* Remarks p. 16. + Remarks P» 18. ä | 
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fid that abſolute unanimity was ex- 
pected. from it? Are there not many 
däaoctrines not mentioned in the arti- 
cles? There are. Then, fays this man 
of logic, in them a latitude allowed 


, q 8 . 


þ N 


Tuts is kind, that our holy mo- 


ther will ſuffer us children to prattle, 
even when the f is filent. 


One of the artic ces upon elch 


the church is ſaid to be filent, is the 
providence of God. Is there a lati- 


tude allowed us here ?—But this is 


wagte. 


Wuo ever argued againſt the ar- 
ticles as not producing unanimity in 


points not touched by them? The 
queſtion is, What unanimity have 


they produced by their definitions ? 


Or, what ny can they be ſup- 


poſed 


( 33 ) 5 
poſed to effect in the hands of cheir 
modern aſſerters, who have ſo purged 
them of their contents, aud ſweated 
them down, that they are no more 


than the ghoſts of what they were; 


and to be uſed only in the way of 
ſcare-crows to timorous conſciences 


While the initiated are in a ſecret? 
What ſecret © N 


Tur 3 Will tell us, viz. 


that if they prevent diverſities of pro- 
| Feſhion, it is all they aim at. So that 
let a man think what he will, pro- 


vided he hold his tongue, and pace 


regularly through the track the 
church has limited, he is a worthy 
| ſon-—a ſon of peace and order—a man 
who values his character, and will 


not fall in with the licentiouſneſs of 
the times —while we, who profeſs to 


draw our convictions from the ſcrip- 


tures, and who claim no more than 
our birth-right, are branded with apby. 


. marks 
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marks of * and abuſed as 8s 
OY of ſociety. 


Bur, lackily, the {ticles in dif: 
pute carry a title in their front: 
They are artirles for avoiding diverfi- 
ties of opinion, and for the ſtabliſping 
_ conſent touching true religion. So that 
if, as this writer tells us, the avoids 
ing of diverſities of profeſſion is all that 
human inſtitutions can attempt, our 
reformers were romantie in attempt- 
ing, as they did; an uniform religion, 
and ſhould have directed their powers 


to a much eaſier point, an uniform 
hypocriſy. 


Tun Remarker has aſked, Whe- 
ther the reformers underſtood theit 
own principles? This is nothing to 
the * purpoſe. 


| Pennaps they aſſerted the right of 


private ad 1n oppoſition to the 
Church 


DC 1 
Church of Rome, without ever ſuſ- 
pecting that the ſame right might 
claſh with the opinions which they 
ſo firmly believed—and which they 
ſaw fo clearly in the ſcripture as it 
was then interpreted. | 


4 Bur, had tliey lived to ſee the im- 
provement of ſcripture-knowledge, 
upon the rational interpretations of 
Locke, Clarke, Taylor, Law, Sykes, 
Benſon, Dawſon, Febb, they would 
not have retailed the ſtale remarks of 
ſome of our dulleſt writers, in order 
to damp the preſent virtuous at- 
tempt. BA 


As a member of the Church of 
England embarked in the deſign of 
aboliſhing ſubſcciption,adef gn w. hich, 
it is hoped, will ſucceed or not, as it 
is found upon enquiry to be 7 and 
reaſonable, I am not concerned with 
this gentleman' s dreadof Heretics, and 


Wn terrible. 


* -- 

terrible propheſyings, with his Preſby- 
terians, American Biſhops, &c. which 
all tend to throw a prejudice into the 
enquiry, and to decide the matter by 
Fear, and not by reaſon. I thank him 
indeed for his information concerning 
the corruptions of Popery, viz. that || 
they are derived ultimately from pre- 
tended fſeripture-authority—for now 
wie have a common Teſt by which to 
try the arguments of Papiſts and Pro- 
teſtants, T thought there had been a 
thing, called tradition, upon which 
that Church had chiefly grounded 
| herſelf; which tradition, preſerved | 
in the Church, was ſuppoſed to give 

ſpirit to the dead letter of the ſcrip— 
ture and that no man, proſeſſing to 
be ultimately bound by ſcriptufe-au- 
thority could be a genuine Papiſt. I 
thank him, I ſoy, for this informa- 


I Remarks p. 6. 


tion 
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tion, tbocants of the deſire I have of 


| ſeeing the converſion of Papiſts ; and 


not becauſe of any new reaſon he has 


given me to be afraid of them ſhould 


ſubſcription be removed=-for if oaths | 
eannot bind them, r e can- 


not. a 


br Ty HE Remarker, in concluſion, tri- 
umphs over us as a few, and a con- 


temptible few. Our meeting, ſo long 


advertized, was neither important be- 


cauſe of our number nor was it 


diſtinguiſhed by men dignified * ſta- 
5 tion or by character. 


Aer is d conſiſtent with thg 
alarm of danger, which he has ſound- 


ed fo londly? Why ſhould he thus 


rudely break in upon the meetings of 
a few viſionaries, whom the hope of 
further reformation has united? 


T2 - ALAS 


1 
Al As for pity! if we are to be 
bound in eternal chains, deprive us not 
of that only alleviation which ſlavery 
admits — to. mourn in the boſom of 
Confidence; and. to forget hardſhip a 
moment, 'in the fancied ſcheme of re- 
dreſs. Whatever be our names, our 
ſtations, or our numbers, we are Men, 
Freemen, Chriſtians, Proteſtants; and 
theſe are no contemptible characters. 
We are united, and determined by 
Truth. Our proceedings and views, 
whenever they are more, fully laid 
before the world, will exculpate us 
from the injurious charge which this 
writer has dared to bring againſt us 
without the ſlighteſt evidence — the 
charge of being /icentious men, 
WIr the preſent ſtate of party we 
have not —we will not inter fere.—I 
repeat it, ours is a Proteſtant deſign, 


5 See a letter to Dr, Ibbetſon,——-Bladon. 


and 


7 


6 WT 
and whoever repreſents it otherwiſe 
ſhould given the Oe" of - wy 5 
cions. 0 


WI aw long do for, we an 
hope: for the countenance of our ve- 


 nerable ſuperiors in the Church—but - 


let it be remembered that the deſign 
of aboliſhing ' ſubſcription is not a 
merely clerical deſign==the Laity are 
involved in. the grievance, and no 
doubt will ailift vigorouſly in its re- 
moval. Having long enjoyed a more 
juſt and generous legiſlation in the 
State than we do in the Church—they 
are a century before many of us in 

their notions concerning their rights 
as Engliſhmen and Proteſtants; and 
will, of courſe, exert themſelves pro- 
portionably in the preſent enter- 
* | 


Bor beyond the ſupport of man— 
wie look up to the great author of our 
Re- 


* 


— 


th TE) 
n for aid We know the un» 
eptque able and progreſſive; n; nature of 
his truth—and we call to mind.thoſe 
periods of Britiſh hiſtory, in which 
ſome of the moſt important points of 
religious liberty were gained, under 

Providence, not by counting the votes 
of the ede un a rational- and 
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